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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

Claims 1-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, as failing to comply 
with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which 
was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to one 
skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had 
possession of the claimed invention. Independent claims 1 and 2 newly claim "inserting 
said insert piece downwardly into said first channel, with the top surface of the insert 
initially above the top surface of the core" and "pressing said insert piece downwardly", 
which is not supported by the original disclosure. The closest support for the newly 
amended claims can be found on page 10, first paragraph, which describes applying 
pressure to the bottom of the core to push the insert into the channel until the top of the 
insert is flush with the top of the core - nowhere within this specification is "downward" 
disclosed, neither is there an embodiment describing that the insert is above the core. 
Applicant's counsel may redirect the Examiner to any support that may have been 
inadvertently overlooked; absent such a showing, applicant must amend by removing 
the unsupported new matter. 
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Claims 1-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Independent claims 1 and 2 set forth a "first" channel, but do not claim a second 
channel; and further, all claims depending from either claim 1 or claim 2 simply recite 
"channel"; applicant may additionally claim a second channel as disclosed or simply 
delete reference to "first". 

In allowed claims 10-13, since claim 12 recites a "second" channel, in claim 11, 
line 4, --at least — should be inserted before "a first channel"; claim 11, line 10, before 
"channel", -first— should be inserted; similarly in claim 10, line 10, before "channel", - 
first — should be included - no other change is required for the allowed claims. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Smith et 
al., USP 1,880,115 or Kanematsu et al., USP 6,791,771 (of record). 

The cited Smith reference substantially teaches the basic claimed process of 
assembling two parts together comprising the steps of placing one part into a channel of 
a second part, wherein there is provided a series of ridges or grooves between the 
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bottom surface of the one part and channel, the ridges being readable on the claimed 
crush ribs, and pressing downwardly on the insert to deform the ribbed surface until the 
top surfaces of the parts are aligned. See page 1 , lines 65-85; page 2, lines 1-35. 

The cited Kanematsu reference substantially teaches the basic claimed method 
of uniting a core with an insert, both having substantially the same profile and a length, 
including providing a holding rib - crush rib - and pressing the insert into the channel to 
deform the rib until the parts are aligned. Note that figures 2a and 4a show a downward 
push of the insert into the channel. See col. 15, lines 25-65; col. 19, lines 5-30. 

Claims 2-8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Kanematsu et al., USP 6,791 ,771 in view of Ogi, USP 4,261 ,947 (of record). 

The cited primary reference substantially teaches the basic claimed method of 
uniting a core with an insert, both having substantially the same profile and a length, 
including providing a holding rib - crush rib - and pressing the insert into the channel to 
deform the rib until the parts are aligned. See col. 15, lines 25-65; col. 19, lines 5-30. 

The cited primary reference does not teach the step of extrusion coating. 

The added secondary reference teaches as conventional the feature of 
assembling two pieces and extrusion coating the assembly with a thermoplastic 
material. A composite product is joined by mating two plastic pieces having stepped 
end faces 4,5 with grooves 7,8 wherein each face fits into the opposite face. A gap is 
provided between the parts and a thermoplastic resin is extrusion coated onto the joined 
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portions. The coating serves to unite and decorate the assembly. See col. 3, lines 5- 
25. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to extrusion coat the assembly of the primary reference as shown 
in the added reference, for forming a decorative effect and the joint section. 

With respect to the claimed step of pressing downward, note that figures 2a and 
4a of the primary reference show a downward assembly of parts and such would have 
been an obvious alternative for equivalently assembling the parts together. 

With respect to claims 4-6, see figure 11 of USP 6,791,771 and col. 15, lines 1- 
12 for a wider top than bottom feature. 

With respect to claims 7-8, see USP4,261,947 figure 1 and col. 2, line 64 to col. 
3, line 5 to show the conventionality of leg/shoulder joint assemblies. 

Claim 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Kanematsu et al., USP 6,791,771 in view of DeRees, USP 5,670,109 (of record). 

The cited primary reference substantially teaches the basic claimed method of 
uniting a core with an insert, both having substantially the same profile and a length, 
including providing a holding rib - crush rib - and pressing the insert into the channel to 
deform the rib until the parts are aligned. Note that figures 2a and 4a show a downward 
push of the insert into the channel. See col. 15, lines 25-65; col. 19, lines 5-30. 

The cited primary reference does not teach the step of providing an adhesive per 

se. 
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The added secondary reference sets forth joining two parts to form a composite 
wherein an adhesive material is injected into the opening therebetween. See col. 3, 
lines 25-40. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to provide an adhesive in the primary reference as shown in the 
added reference, for permanently bonding the two parts. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

Claims 10-13 would be allowable if rewritten or amended to overcome the 
rejection(s) under 35 U.S.C. 112, 2nd paragraph, set forth in this Office action. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed December 21, 2005 have been fully considered but 
they are not persuasive. Note that the new rejection above clearly addresses the 
arguments raised in the December 21 , 2005 amendment filed. Namely, the newly 
applied Smith reference shows the argued downward pressing. Also, Kanematsu is 
deemed to show downward pressing in figures 2a and 4a as argued above. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. USP's 4150466; 3341932. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Angela Ortiz whose telephone number is 571-272-1206. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday 9:00-6:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Michael Colaianni can be reached on 571-272-1196. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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Primary Examiner 
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